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CLARENCE RANDCLPH, JR.,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
ST. TAMMANY PARI SH SHERI FF' S OFFI CE; RCODNEY J. STRAIN, JR ,
St. Tammany Parish Sheriff; FARREL CRANDLE, St. Tanmany
Parish Jail Medical Director; MARLI N PEACHEY, Warden,
St. Tammany Parish Jail,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 2:02-Cv-1239

Bef ore REAVLEY, JOLLY and ONEN, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Cl arence Randol ph appeal s the dism ssal of his 42 U S. C
§ 1983 suit, wherein he alleged that the defendants failed to
protect himfromharmand were deliberately indifferent to his
medi cal needs while he was incarcerated in the St. Tammany Pari sh
Jail. During the course of the litigation, Randol ph’s clains
agai nst St. Tammany Parish President Kevin Davis, the St. Tammany

Pari sh Consol i dated Governnent, the St. Tanmany Parish Sheriff’s

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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O fice, Peter Galvin, Warden Marlin Peachey, and Farrell Crandle
were dism ssed. Following the dism ssal of his clainms against
Strain, Randol ph appeal ed.

Randol ph argues that the magi strate judge™ erred by
granting Strain’s notion for sunmary judgnent because he
presented sufficient facts to support his clains. He al so seeks
| eave to supplenent the record on appeal to include evidence not
before the magi strate judge.

Randol ph’s notion to supplenent the record on appeal is

deni ed. See Theriot v. Parish of Jefferson, 185 F.3d 477, 491

n.26 (5th Gr. 1999). Randol ph has not briefed any issues
related to the dism ssal of any defendant, except Strain. By
failing to brief any issues related to the dism ssals of the
ot her defendants, he has abandoned these issues on appeal.

See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993).

A review of the record shows that Randol ph failed to allege
facts sufficient to establish that Strain was deliberately
indifferent to Randol ph’s safety. Accordingly, Randolph failed

to establish that Strain failed to protect him See Farner v.

Brennan, 511 U.S. 825, 833-34, 837 (1994).
A review of the record al so shows that Randol ph failed to
establish that Strain was deliberately indifferent to Randol ph’s

serious nedi cal needs. Randol ph received nedical treatnent for

" The parties consented to proceed before the magi strate
j udge.
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the injuries he sustained after he was attacked by anot her
prisoner. His allegations establish nothing nore than a

di sagreenent with the nedical treatnent provided. These
allegations are insufficient to state a constitutional claim

See Varnado v. Lynaugh, 920 F.2d 320, 321 (5th Gr. 1991).

Accordingly, the judgnent is affirned.

JUDGVENT AFFI RVED; MOTI ON DENI ED.



